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ring and the prevention of war by the revelation and correction of the causes of war. WE BI 
ditions and concepts of truth, we will avoid the curse of violent change as represented by the evils of communism. WE ARE CONVINCED that the American answer for both 
ocratic socialism is a revitalized Christian capitalism that promotes closer management-worker cooperation, greater worker participation in ownership, profit-sharing, systems of pensions or 
rity out of production and other forms of applied Christian sharing. 
puntry is being influenced into the wrong, we would seek through democratic means to set our country right. WE HOL 


STAND for our country, right or. wrong, rejoici 


REPORT on inner trends and forecasts of significant developments, dedicated to the preservation of the American way and a free democratic economy by the revival and extension of Christian 
ELIEVE that if our society moves vigorously forward under the impulses of its Judaic-Christian 


communism and 


when it is right, but when authoritative evidence Indicates our 
this to be the highest service to patriotism and to God. 









































ews or Entertainment? 
Even the press itself is beginning 
) protest at the increasing trend to- 
ard emphasis on entertainment 
bove news in most American 
ewspapers today. The Sunday edi- 
or of the distinguished N. Y. 
imes, Lester Markel, recently 
tated, that unless the U. S. 
evelops a more informed public 
pinion, it could not discharge its 
esponsibilities of free world leader- 
hip. He quoted the recent Interna- 
ional Press Institute survey of read- 
t reaction, which revealed that 50 
ber cent of those questioned (under 
scientific sampling system) did 
hot know who Syngman Rhee was; 
0 per cent could not identify 
eorgi Malenkov; 79 per cent did 
hot know what the letters NATO 
tood for; 54 per cent were unin- 
ormed as to the work of the UN. 
Mr. Markel also charged news- 
papers with responsibility for em- 
phasis on news. As an example: if 
fhe press is “responsible for inflat- 
ing McCarthy, we should take on 
lhe job of deflating him, not in the 
ditorials but in an interpretative 
way.” He explained that charges 
should not go on Page 1, and re- 
buttals on Page 16. The Times edi- 
tor also advised that newspapers 
w give more space to important news 
Mand less to celebrities. 


CORRECTION: Parts of our 
ngwlast issue were put together by 
coast-to-coast telephone, with a few 
stitches dropped in the process. On 
page 2 of X-Ray and Forecast, 4th 
paragraph, the last line should read 
p “the inevitable liberation of China” 
rather than “the evolving liberalism 
of China.” There were some other 
rough spots in that issue which we 
won’t undertake to mend — but 
hei When we are trying to get out an 
hei issue a thousand or more miles 
. im away and between planes, trains, 
am interviews and lecture engagements, 
bus OUr able helpers protest, “But Mr. 
orm Wells, what we need is not a tele- 
phone — but telepathy.” 





X-Ray and Forecast 


POCHAL DECISION: The United States Supreme Court will soon 

— if it has not by the time this reaches you — announce the most 
important decision in race relations during the past century. In 1857 the 
Court faced a somewhat similar issue in the Dred Scott decision. The 
issue there was the constitutional power of Congress to ban slavery from 
U. S. territory. That decision was one of the main elements in the contro- 
versy which a few years later embroiled the Union in bloody civil war. 


NO SECESSION OR BLOODSHED is expected to follow the 
present Court findings. Our correspondence with Southern leaders on 
this question, however, clearly indicates that most of them feel that this 
decision on segregation in education will fix patterns of behavior for 
generations ahead. If segregation is declared unconstitutional, Negro at- 
titudes will firm and harden, anti-segregation sentiments become inflam- 
ed, possibly resulting in a revival of such activities as the KKK. 

Nine million white children and nearly 3 million Negro pupils in 
17 states will be affected by the Court’s ruling. Even more important, 
the decision will deal most directly with the problem of the powers of the 
States versus those of the Federal Government which in reality has been 
the issue involved in the Bricker Amendment. It is for this reason that 
the segregation decision will be studied with such intensity of interest. 


EVASION — NOT SECESSION: South Carolina, Georgia and 
Mississippi have already laid plans to abolish their public school systems, 
if segregation is outlawed. “Private” Educational Corporations are ready 
on paper, to whom the states will sell their school properties, leaving the 
Negro schools to the Negro communities, creating a welter of new tax 
problems. Repercussions to such actions will be tumultuous. 


Negro leaders have asked the Court to declare school segregation 
of itself unconstitutional and urge the justices to reject a doctrine laid 
down by the Court in 1896—a case involving transportation only — 
wherein it was declared that the Constitution was not violated if separate 
but equal facilities were provided for white persons and Negroes. Negro 
leaders maintain that equal school properties and facilities have not been 
provided — in many communities not even remotely — and that if such 
facilities were available, social and economic penalties would still pre- 
vail for the Negro. The Southern States, on the other hand, request the 
Court to rule that segregation laws are constitutional and furthermore to 
clarify the rights of the states to the proper exercise of such powers. They 
argue that the “separate but equal” doctrines, recognized in the problem 
of transportation in 1896, now be made legally applicable to the schools. 
Without becoming a party to the suit, “but as a friend of the Court,” the 
Federal Government through the Attorney General has told the Court 
that it has the power to outlaw school segregation and in the opinion of 
the Department of Justice should do so. The case before the Courts is 
embodied in five separate suits which Negro citizens have brought in South 
Carolina, Delaware, Kansas, Virginia and the District of Columbia. 

A leading Southern educator spoke some wise words recently to 
the editor of BTL, “If the Court makes segregation illegal, it will not 
solve the conditions prevailing up and down the streets in my community. 
In fact, while I personally do not believe in segregation as a matter of 
conscience, I look with dread on the consequences of such a decision, 
for it will stir up the cloudy muck of prejudice as it resides under the 


surface of our community life. We have Negro leaders who will prompt- 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Aftermath 


When World War II ended, 
America faced the problem of 
Communist infiltration in many 
areas of our national life, the 
result of several years of close 
wartime collaboration with Russia 
and the Communists. Legal investi- 
gation and police action thus be- 
came necessary to cleanse America 
of Soviet-directed Communist in- 
trigue. In this respect our military 
intelligence and the FBI establish- 
ed outstanding records of achieve- 
ment, evidenced by the fact that 
the investigations carried on by the 
McCarthy, Jenner, McCarran, 
Velde safaries have dug up almost 
nothing that had not already been 
under the surveillance of the FBI 
and military intelligence. 


But another element that does 
much more harm has entered into 
these political investigations. Most 
of these inquiries have been car- 
ried on by unctuous reactionaries 
who have been as eager to pin the 
Communist label on outspoken lib- 
erals as to re-expose a genuine 
Communist. The formula has been 
simple and deadly. Most liberals 
join liberal organizations; during 
the war the Reds infiltrated many 
liberal organizations and set up sev- 
eral of their own with deceptively 
innocent-sounding names. 


If the investigators could find a 
liberal educator, writer, clergyman 
or even a plain Democrat who had 
crossed that mystical line of guilt 
by association, then the trap was 
baited by loaded and slanted ques- 
tions, and the skinning knives made 
ready. Slowly, mounting public re- 
sentment has curbed some of the 
worst of these practices — with 
Senator Jenner’s committee doing 
an increasingly fair and honest job. 
But the Velde-McCarthy hunt has, 
until very recently, used methods 
unknown this side of Moscow. 


PHILADELPHIA STORY: 


Much sound and fury reverberated 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 








Aftermath 


(continued) 

in the press when the Un-American 
Activities Committee investigated 
communism in Philadelphia schools. 

But when prominent attorneys, 
members of the Philadelphia Bar 
Association, protested on TV, 
little interest was shown over the 
country by the same press which 
had headlined the charges. Wm. 
Allen Rahill said in part that basic 
customs and codes of justice in 
American life are being mutilated 
by the irresponsible behavior of po- 
litically motivated congressional 
investigations. Stated Mr. Rahill, 
“The Fifth Amendment is a part 
of our Bill of Rights for a very 
good reason. We know of the 
years and centuries of torture and 
inquisition during which people 
were compelled to confess to being 
witches or heretics, and it is with 
very good reason that we have put 
into our law this rule that a person 
cannot be compelled to testify 
against himself. 

“Now, what are some of the rea- 
sons why an innocent man might 
invoke the Fifth Amendment? (And 
it was put there to protect both the 
innocent and the guilty). An inno- 
cent man may well today fear the 
expense and the humiliating experi- 
ence of being tried for perjury; if 
one or two or more people make 
sworn statements which he knows 
to be false, and he states them to be 
false, he runs the risk of a trial and 
the attendant heavy expense of 
that, and the effect of accusation 
itself. Then we must run the risk 
of having a jury of his friends and 
neighbors believe the perjurors and 
disbelieve him. 

“Another reason why an inno- 
cent man may well invoke the Fifth 
Amendment is that many Ameri- 
cans are decidedly disturbed at the 
manner in which the Congressional 
Committee, purportedly seeking 
only information, can _ inevitably 
destroy individuals in their com- 
munity and in their jobs by a pro- 
ceeding which has none of the safe- 
guards of a court of law. You have 
observed that lawyers will not be 
heard before this Committee, and 
yet they are asked to act in a pro- 
fessional manner. You'll observe 
that there has been no right to 
cross-examination, and there is no 
opportunity to confront your ac- 
cusers, which is a very important 
element in a court of law. So that 
you, though innocent, might well 
decide reluctantly to plead the 
Fifth Amendment.” 

The other distinguished attorney, 
Wilfred R. Lorry, who for 10 years 
was an agent for the FBI, said, “I 
should like to direct my comments 
to the conduct of the procedure, 
rather than the basic or substantial 


elements involved, which Mr. Ra- 
(continued third col., THIS page) 


X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


ly take advantage of this for political purposes, and hotheads on the oth- 
er side who will respond accordingly. Everything will depend upon the 
Christian-spirited leadership of both races; they must hold the lines firm- 
ly, with patience and love. This change can be designated by law, but it 
can only work its way forward through human attitudes.” 

There is a wistful hope on the part of many Christian Southern 
leaders that the Court’s decision will clearly outline the constitutional 
rights of the Negro to live without segregation, yet with suggested mea- 
sures for such a historic transition that will provide for an orderly change 
with emphasis on maintaining moral values of the community. 


ATIN AMERICA AND COMMUNISM: The American public is 
getting a very inadequate and distorted picture of our relationships 
to Latin America, especially the problem of communism in Guatemala, 
which have been highlighted by the recent Inter-American Conference. 
In the first place, as we pointed out in our last issue, there is a 
growing feeling among authoritative observers that, whether we like it or 
not, great social and economic changes — involving varying degrees of 
Communist participation — are still inevitable throughout much of Eu- 
rope and Asia. This is underscored in the continuing situation in Italy, 
France, Greece and in great areas of Asia, where little progress is being 
made to alleviate the appalling inequalities of wealth and poverty. The feel- 
ing is increasing among world leaders that America simply does not have 
the manpower or resources to force these historic changes to follow our 
desires and preferences. 

In terms of this long-range view, what happens within our own 
Hemisphere becomes of tremendous importance, because here we do 
have the manpower and resources to build the kind of world we want. 
Here we could establish a great degree of security in the midst of a 
changing world by building up our own Hemisphere, instead of draining 
our resources in the futile effort to alter the course of history in areas 
that are beyond our control. It is in this light that events in Latin Amer- 
ica should have great meaning for us. For example, the case history of a 
nearby crisis reveals how little wars and big wars are created through 
lack of understanding and perception, by hot-headed arrogance and self- 
ishness rather than patience and reason. 


SOVIET BEACHHEAD? The American people are being told 
that Guatemala has come under the control of Communist plotters who 
are bent on opening Guatemala to Soviet intrigue close to our strategic 
interests in Panama and that the Reds are using their power unjustly to 
confiscate U. S. investments. But this is only one side of the picture. 

THERE ARE COMMUNISTS IN GUATEMALA, too many of 
them too near the Panama Canal for comfort, for wherever Communists 
are, they are dangerous to freedom and to American security. But these 
Communists are not there because a Russian submarine unloaded a crew 
of saboteurs on a lonely beach when the moon was dark, for there has 
been little or no infiltration by Soviet agents. Red agitators in Guate- 
mala are no doubt getting aid and instructions from Moscow but these 
agitators are native, and are there because we have permitted and en- 
couraged the growth of conditions that made the development of native, 
indigenous communism inevitable. 

An hour’s reading in the reference room of any public library will 
reveal that Guatemala has been for generations under the political and 
economic domination of American investment interests — headed up by 
the United Fruit Company, which secured fabulous concessions from 
Guatemala in the contracts of 1901, 1924, 1930 and 1936. The Guate- 
malan Government bulletin of Sept. 15, 1953, charged that the contracts 
fixed an economic slavery on Guatemala by specifically demanding — to 
quote from the document — “That it be expressly agreed not to have re- 
course to diplomatic channels in any manner for any reason in any dis- 
pute over these concessions granted in these contracts.” 

It seems that neither the United Fruit Company nor the Ameri- 
can State Department has thought it desirable to let the American public 
know about these contracts. There is little denial of the fact that the agri- 
cultural and economic life of Guatemala has been dominated by these 
American financial interests, and that the agrarian life of Guatemala has 
been kept frozen in its primitive form by this stranglehold which profited 
mast by maintaining the status quo. 

What a great opportunity American capitalism has missed! Why 
could not the American banana millionaires have used America’s mag- 
nificent achievements in agriculture and production to enrich the national 
life of our neighbor whose soil they exploited? Wouldn’t that have been 
more in keeping with the true spirit of 20th century capitalism? This 
would have protected our Hemisphere more than guns—or agreements. 

BEFORE THE RECENT LAND REFORMS were begun in 


Guatemala, 76 per cent of the land owners had less than 10 per cent of 
(continued on NEXT page) 











Aftermath 


(continued) 

hill has already covered. I feel, 
an attorney and a member of { 
Philadelphia Bar, that the prog 
ures of the Sub-Committee, in { 
hearings here in Philadelphia, 
been grossly improper and unlg 
. .. I know of no way, as an att, 
ney, of conducting myself in ap 
fessional manner, other than to 
ject to the fullest extent of my q 
ity to any unlawful conduct, whed 
er it be by a criminal or by aq 
gressional committee or sub-co, 
mittee. It was clearly indicated dy 
ing the course of these proceediy 
that no attorney would be acco 
the opportunity to point out the 
lawful means used by this com 
tee to accomplish its proper obje 
tives, and I say to you that we( 
not decently and properly and} 
accordance with American fair p 
combat an evil by the perpetrati 
of another evil... 

“When a witness has been x 
quired to appear by subpoena j 
sued by this committee, a lawh 
subpoena pursuant to its stat 
purposes, to secure information fe 
the purpose of considering legisk 
tion to protect these United State 
the committee has no lawful ri 
to create, or even to permit, an 
mosphere which is tended and ¢ 
signed to prevent the accomplis 
ment of that purpose, and mer 
serves the purpose of making a Ro 
man holiday and a circus out ¢ 
what should be a dignified an 
decorous procedure. 

“IT have been an agent for th 
FBI for over 10 years . . . and 
know that the FBI is perfectly con 
petent and has demonstrated 
clear ability to conduct investi 
tive procedures, to secure necessa 
facts and information and to do 
honorably and in accordance wit 
our finest American traditions ¢ 
fair play and decency. In the 
we didn’t find it necessary to ¢ 
through these procedures ... 
did it honestly and honorably, ar 
the FBI today is conducting thei 
necessary investigations honest 
and honorably. Why can’t Congres 




































do the same?” concluded Mr. Lorry 





Unproved Charges 


The press has given much spact 
to the unsupported charges of com 
munism hurled promiscuously 3 
various groups by the publicity 
seeking congressional investigating 
committees, and little space whet 
those who have been unjustly at 


tacked have offered substantial d 


fense. For instance after Herbe 
former undercové: 
agent of FBI said that “7 or 8 Prot 
estant clergymen in Boston are 
were part of Communist conspif 
which wa 


A. Philbrick, 


acy”—a__ statement 


headlined all over the country 
(continued. first col., NEXT page) 
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Unproved Charges 
(continued) 

» was later pressed for names. 
e then backtracked and said “But 
have never had any direct legal 
WEnowledge as to their identity.” 
After admitting that his testi- 
hony regarding 7 or 8 was based 
n hearsay, Mr. Philbrick returned 
» the attack and stated that, among 
thers Dr. J. F. Fletcher and Rev. 
_ D. Hughes, prominent Boston 
piscopal figures, were to his cer- 
nin knowledge “Reds.” Fortunate- 
y Boston has an Episcopal bishop 
ho is not easily intimidated and 
ho, unlike congressional commit- 
pes, still believes a man has a right 
» defend himself. The Episcopal 
ishop, Norman B. Nash, carried 
Djiin an investigation under the ca- 
ons and laws of the Protestant 
piscopal Church of the two accus- 
d clergymen and issued a report 
hich stated that, while the two 
Jergymen had been undiscriminat- 
ng and unwise in some of the or- 
ipanizations they had joined, “in 
heir enthusiastic support of peace 
d social welfare movements,” ex- 
mination had brought no evidence 
Morward that they were Commu- 
ists, and that moreover they firm- 
ismty opposed all the basic materialist 
oncepts of communism. “In my 
dgment there is no basis for these 
harges I have investigated,” con- 
luded the bishop. But the press, 
fter headlining the charges, has 
iven no space, or very little, to the 
@oted bishop’s report. (For details 
ee The Churchman, Feb. 1, ’54.) 


I 


OCH 





THE WAR OF IDEAS: A hope- 
1 sign —our political and mil- 
ary chiefs are calling to Washing- 
on a man noted for his Quakerly 
sistence on the complete futility 
Mf war and violence. A new post, 
hief of Religious Policy, has re- 
rently been announced by the 
ya. S. Information agency — with 
pr. D. Elton Trueblood appointed 
"io fill it. A well-known author and 
Professor of Philosophy at Earl- 
‘am College, Dr. Trueblood, in ac- 
epting, stated that he would focus 
bn helping overcome “a Commu- 
esmnist initiative in the war of ideas.” 





} RACE AND RELIGION: A 
hew booklet prepared by UNESCO, 
The Race Question and Modern 
thought,” was written by the not- 
~ If priest, Father Congar, of the 
s@bDOominican Order, with the approv- 
| of the Catholic Church. Father 
ongar links race prejudice, in ori- 
pin and development, with colonial 
perialism, and says: “Any form 
bf racism — even in modified guise 
attacks the very heart of Chris- 
ianity, which is love.” 

It is such material as this which 
ans resentment against the UN in 
seeteas where race prejudice is strong 
pnd thus spurs charges that the 
‘UN is communistic.” 


WHEN IT IS GREATEST 
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The Church has not found its 
greatest hours im wealtt 
and porularilty 
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X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


the arable land; 2.2 per cent (including foreign ownership) owned more 
than 70 per cent of the land; 22 large landlords owned over 23,200 acres 
apiece for a total of 1,302,000 acres. (From “Guatemala” Bulletin, Gov- 
ernment Information Bureau, June 30, 1953.) It should have been obvi- 
ous that it was only a matter of time before educated and enlightened 
Guatemalans would demand reform of these conditions. But as long as 
American investment interests could maintain political control of the 
country, nothing happened. 


REDS STEP IN: As had been true repeatedly where Marxism has 
entered the scene, the highly trained, disciplined Communists have been 
quick to take advantage of the conditions so ideal and ready-made for 
their political exploitation. When President Jacob Arbenz came to power 
in Guatemala, he attempted to establish a reform government and, labor- 
ing against the resistance of the foreign investment interests, he was 
forced to accept the aid of all the political parties in his country, among 
them the Peoples Revolutionary Party, which had come under the dom- 
ination of a native Communist faction. As recorded by American news- 
men in the past— before the clamp-down on Guatemala’s side of the 
story in the American press (See BTL, August 1, °53) — President Arbenz 
also determinedly sought to control the Reds and hold them in check, as 
Guatemalan officials urgently maintain they are still doing today. 

Even Fortune Magazine, a top voice in American big business, 
said last July (before the United Fruit Co. and its associated financial in- 
terests got their propaganda pressure machines in action) that “the Guate- 
malan reform measures violate no treaty with the U. S.” and that “even 
the United Fruit officials agree that the agrarian reform law is funda- 
mentally sound.” When the Guatemalan Government began to confiscate 
hundreds of thousands of acres of land, much of it unused, from the ba- 
nana estates of the United Fruit Co. and refused to reimburse the U. F. 
Co. beyond the tax valuation of the land, the whole attitude of the 
spokesmen for the U. F. Co., our State Department and the American 
press began to change. Guatemalans were charged with becoming willing 
victims of Soviet intrigue, and it was claimed that the confiscation of the 
U. F. Co. banana acreages was the first step towards the seizure of 
Guatemala by Soviet agents as a Fifth Column base for attack upon us. 

WHO IS PLOTTING AGAINST WHOM? In the midst of these 
charges, the Guatemalan Government shook all Latin America (the news 
was largely ignored or suppressed here) with the announcement of docu- 
mentary evidence to show that, instead of Guatemala’s being threatened 
with seizure by Soviet representatives, Guatemala was in reality under 
the threat of an armed invasion from the dictatorships of Nicaragua, El 


Salvador, San Domingo and Venezuela. In addition to naming the above 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Creeping Militarism 

“All of the original devices in- 
tended by the founders of our coun- 
try to safeguard the nation from 
military control have now been 
changed or largely nullified,” re- 
cently charged the National Coun- 
cil Against Conscription. In a 14- 
page printed report entitled “Our 
Military Government,” the Coun- 
cil listed five safeguards against mil- 
itarism adopted by our founding 
fathers. 

Although conceding that the 
U. S. is not yet a garrison state, the 
Council report stated that the Unit- 
ed States military establishment is 
now operating on the assumption 
that the nation is on a permanent 
war footing. “Demands for perma- 
nent military conscription, talk of 
conscription for civil defense, plans 
for conscription of women, are only 
a few illustrations, all of which will 
drastically alter “the American 
way.” 

In a section entitled “The Mili- 
tary in Politics,” the report assert- 
ed that “a wedding of business and 
military interests has taken place 
under the present Administration.” 
(Also see BTL, Jan. 1 and Jan. 15, 
for details on how this will affect 
our free enterprise system in terms 
of another depression.) “With per- 
haps a few exceptions the business- 
men chosen for key government po- 
sitions were all persons friendly to 
the military. They had given thor- 
oughgoing cooperation to the mili- 
tary by functioning in some capa- 
city for the Army before they were 
selected for their present key gov- 
ernment roles.” 

The Council stated that “In the 
Federal Government today there is 
a myriad of military and semi-mili- 
tary organizations, some of them 
headed by short-term civilian ap- 
pointees and some by military per- 
sonnel. The real power in this sys- 
tem lies with the professional mili- 
tary group rather than the nominal 
civilian heads. This is especially 
true when the professional military 
group is cohesive, articulate, and 
ambitious, and when there is in the 
United States no equally cohesive 
and articulate civilian group with 
enough prestige and with enough 
conviction to try to curtail mili- 
tary power.” 

In a section on “The Military’s 
Economic Influence,” the report as- 
serted that “The American econo- 
my today is dependent on a mili- 
tary program for prosperity because 
one-third of the nation’s total busi- 
ness activities spring from the de- 
fense program . . . Both labor and 
industry have a stake in militarism. 
An indication of the industry-mili- 
tary tie-up is seen in the trend of 
large corporations to hire retired 
generals and admirals. Retired mili- 
tary officers are valuable to defense 


industries because they know the 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 





Creeping Militarism 
(continued) 
people who let government con- 
tracts and may even have served as 
colleagues or commanders of such 
persons.” 

In a section on “The Military In- 
fluence in Education,” the Council 
stated that “The Armed Forces ap- 
parently look upon the schools and 
colleges as a kind of adjunct of the 
military establishment whose major 
purpose is to fill military and de- 
fense needs . . . The trend in high- 
er educational institutions is toward 
increasing dependence on military 
money. Whereas years ago educa- 
tors or ministers were chosen as 
college presidents, there is today a 
trend toward choosing government 
officials and retired military offi- 
cers.” 

The Council’s report indicated 
that “Refusal to give the Army a 
permanent universal military con- 
scription program is probably the 
chief point at which it is still possi- 
ble to prevent the establishment of 
a garrison state. Step by step the 
military have achieved practically 
all other objectives on their path 
to power.” 

This report “Our Military Gov- 
ernment” is available at 15¢ each, 
or 10 for $1. from the National 
Council Against Conscription, 1013 
Eighteenth St., N. W., Washington 
6, D. C. Officers of the Council in- 
clude: Dr. Harry Emerson Fos- 
dick, Honorary Chairman; Dr. 
Alonzo F. Myers of New York 
University, Chairman; Dr. George 
Buttrick of Madison Ave. Presby- 
terian Church in New York; Rabbi 
Elias Charry of Germantown, Phil- 
adelphia; Dr. Francis X. N. Mc- 
Guire, O.S.A., President of Villa- 
nova College, Pa. 





Central American Union 

The recent Inter-American Con- 
ference at Caracas highlighted 
signs of an encouraging trend in 
Central America toward unification 
of the five small republics (Guate- 
mala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Costa 
Rica and El Salvador), located in 
the isthmus that links North and 
South America. The area is about 
half as large as France, has 10 mil- 
lion inhabitants who are largely In- 
dian, except for Costa Rica whose 
inhabitants are mostly whites. The 
land of these five republics is gener- 
ally forested —and the area sup- 
plies a large percentage of the ba- 
nanas, pineapples and coffee con- 
sumed in the world. 

All political extremes are includ- 
ed in these five governments—from 
the extreme left influences in Guate- 
mala through to the extreme right- 
ist fascist dictatorship in Nicara- 
gua. In between are varying types 
of democracy in Costa Rica, Hon- 
duras and El Salvador. Otherwise 
there are few differences in these 


five countries — they have strong 
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countries, the President of Guatemala charged that some elements of the 
U. S. State Department were secretly behind the moves to promote an 
armed invasion of Guatemala and that both the U. F. Co. of New York 
and Cardinal Spellman had also been identified as parties in the plot. 

The Guatemalan Government announcement was accompanied 
by documentary proof of these charges and photostat copies of corre- 
spondence to support the above claims. This was reported by the N. Y. 
Times on Jan. 30, although the Times, like other U. S. newspapers refus- 
ed or was not permitted to reprint these documents. WHY? Evidence 
further reveals, according to the Guatemala official statements, that the 
plans not only “have the acquiescence of the Government of the North” 
(the U. S.), but that one of the chief coordinators and leaders in this in- 
vasion plot was a Col. Carl Studer, an officer who, the Guatemalan offi- 
cials charge, retired from the American Army to place himself at the dis- 
position of the United Fruit Co. To further support these charges, the 
Guatemalan officials pointed out that the U. S. State Department had 
done nothing to repudiate the demands of a number of high U. S. offi- 
cials that Guatemala be subject to “forcible unilateral action.” (Such as 
the statement of U. S. Ambassador to Guatemala, John E. Peurifoy, that 
“public opinion in the U. S. might force us to take some measures to pre- 
vent Guatemala from falling into the lap of international communism,” 
as quoted in Time Magazine, Jan. 11.) 

BACKGROUND FOR CARACAS: It is against this background 
that the recent Caracas Inter-American Conference must be interpreted. 
Secretary of State Dulles and American interests were in a delicate posi- 
tion at Caracas. Of course, our nation, spending billions in an attempt to 
curb communism in Europe and Asia, cannot tolerate a Soviet beach- 
head anywhere in this Hemisphere. But the Latin American countries are 
also supersensitive to interference in their own affairs by the “Yankee 
Colossus of the North,” hence reports of a plot for a “capitalist invasion” 
of Guatemala, while hushed up here, got a wide play in Latin America. 

And here is an important point which the American mind never 
seems to grasp: the threat of communism to Latin American thinking, as 
to French and Italian and others, is not the threat of the Russian army 
trampling forward to invade them (the picture built up so vociferously 
by American political and military extremists). The Latins know the Rus- 
sian army is not in China, Korea or Czechoslovakia and that one of the 
great historical facts of our day, so little recognized, is that the further 
from Russia, the more remote and unreal is the threat of a communism 
dominated by Russian armed power. The Soviet Red army is a foreboding 
menace wherever its shadow falls, but its potential is cut down by dissen- 
sion and anti-Red subversion at home and by an explosive situation 
immediately beyond its frontiers which would make any extension of its 
lines a nightmare of sabotage and insurrection. Hence, Latin Americans 
think of communism chiefly as a native indigenous revolutionary force, 
which speaks to the millions of impoverished landless peasants in terms 
of the simplest kind of program. “You have no land, the landlord has 
10,000 acres. Vote for us, we'll shoot the landlord and you can have 
some land.” It is as simple and effective as that. 

No informed Latin American will accept our dignified, diplomatic 
evasiveness as a denial of our open and secret support of the military dic- 
tatorship of Venezuela, a support brought about through manipulations 
within the State Department by the great American steel and oil inter- 
ests in Venezuela. At worst, our open support of the military dictator- 
ships in Nicaragua, El Salvador, San Domingo, and, at best, our placid 
indifference to these nearby totalitarian military dictators, alarm the 
democratic-minded leaders of Latin America as to the true purposes of 
U. S. policy. With the picture of the torturous Peron regime before them, 
the more enlightened and articulate people of Latin America feel that 
these armed totalitarian dictators are just as great a threat as commu- 
nism. But American officials show little concern for the military dictator- 
ships as long as they cooperate with our financial interests and can boast 
the backing of the Vatican. 

It is out of this complex situation that Secretary of State Dulles 
brought about the widely heralded Inter-American agreements at Cara- 
cas. Yet, you would think, to hear all the gossip in Washington about the 
Caracas conference, that the theme song of the Guatemala delegation 
was the Communist “Internationale,” while the United Fruit Co. lobby- 
ists, very active among our delegation, chanted “Yes, We Have No Ba- 
nanas.” Actually the air was too tense for any singing, for, while most of 
the conditions outlined above have been carefully shielded from the pub- 
lic gaze, responsible Christian-minded Latin Americans in this country 
have expressed to your editor the deepest concern that we inform our 
subscribers of these conditions which will have far more bearing on the 
future relations of the U. S. with Latin America than the Caracas treaties. 
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kinship in economy, language 
lore, character of peoples a 
ligion (a Catholicism grafted 
trunk of ancient Indian | 
Thus, unification has only ¢ 
litical hurdle to get over, a 
advantages are obvious —~g 
protection of their sove 
stronger economic security, g 
reduced costs of administrat 

PREVIOUS EFFORTS: 
19th century, the Central A 
cans understood the need of 
cation and accomplished it. Buf 
ambitions of military men desi 
ed this first attempt. The ¢ 
which followed, especially ig) 
first third of the 20th cenj 
eventually failed. Each presi 
each minister, aspired to pe 
ate himself in power and resij 
the unification campaigns of; 
dents, intellectuals and the m 
class, which is an active foreg 
progress. 

Finally, several years ago, if 
ed in part by the efforts to 
Europe, the Central Americans 
that the best road leads not 
political unity at the top, but 
gradual economic union. D 
the past three years a modest 
significant beginning in the uni 
tion of the small Central Ame 
republics has been started 
the guidance of the UN Econo 
Commission for Latin Amen 
periodic conferences have beeng 
ed either by the economic minis 
or the ministers of agricult 
these countries plus Mexico 
Panama. 

Questions of detail are consid 
first, such as unification of the 
toms terminology, the founding, 
a Central American School of J 
vanced Administrative Studies; 
the more important matters are 
en up. At the last conference 
cently held at San Jose, Costa Ri 
a study was begun on the possi 
ty of creating a Central Amem 
merchant fleet, unifying the tm 
port systems, and eventually 
away with customs and visaes,: 
ready a series of Central Amefit 
banks have been put in operati@l 

The road to the achievemen 
a United States of Central Am 
ca is admittedly long, but the 
sion of the five republics into a 
erated state will some day gfe 
influence life in all the Americas, 
it gathers momentum from yol 
men. The average age of the mil 
ters assembled at San Jose wast 
der 35. With their freedom f 
old prejudices, there is hope @ 
these halting first steps will bel 
lowed by greater ones to come. © 


ALCOHOL is one of Frang 
greatest economic and moral pf 
lems — there is one bar in F 
for every 70 inhabitants, one: 
2,000 in Sweden, and one for 3 
in Norway. 
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